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Abstract 
This review paper details the current status of EIA legislation and comparative evaluation of EIA systems in the Gulf 
Cooperation Council (GCC) States through assessment criteria of EIA regulations framework and procedures of 
implementation of EIA studies between the States. A set of recommendations on how such practices can be enhanced and 
improved is presented. Evaluating the EIA systems in the GCC States indicate that many have achieved considerable 
progress in developing legal and administrative framework for EIA system that accommodate national requirements but 
still there is scope for further improvements. 
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1. Introduction 
Several comparative and evaluation of EIA studies have been attempted and published on different 
courtiers in the Middle East and North Africa (MENA) region [1][2][3][4]. Similarly the same approach has 
been previously adopted by others [5][6][7][8]. Ahmed and Woods (2002) touched upon the Arab States 
briefly, discussing in depth about countries in North Africa; Egypt and Tunisia to be more exact. However, it 
gave in a nutshell some legislation procedure enactment in the Arab world. El-Fadl and El-Fadel (2004), on 
the other hand, did a much more exhaustive and comprehensive study on countries of the MENA region. This 
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gave a solid foundation and overview on how Arab States came to implement EIAs and the following 
legislations and executive regulations in relation to them. However, the Gulf Cooperation Council (GCC) 
States were briefly discussed. Those papers were subjective in regards to the GCC States; the information 
provided was not in detail enough to have in-depth assessment. Most of the laws elaborated in their paper in 
regards to the GCC States were in draft stages rather than the actual implementation stages and in some cases, 
the information was not available such as for Bahrain.  Moreover, not much reviewed literatures are available 
exclusively on GCC states. Therefore a detailed performance evaluation of the GCC States EIA systems is 
required to present the current status of EIA legislations in GCC States through conducting comparative 
assessment of framework for EIA regulations and procedures of implementation on the GCC States EIA 
systems.  
2. Evaluation criteria 
Descriptive assessment criteria were developed by Ahmed and Woods (2002) and were used by El-Fadl 
and El-Fadel (2004) to assess the status of EIA systems in the MENA region. The evaluation criteria 
categorized into systematic and foundation measures are presented in Table 1 
Table 1. EIA evaluation criteria: systemic and foundation measures used by Ahmed and Woods, 2002 
Systemic measures 
(1) EIA legislation 
    1.1 Legal provisions for EIA 
    1.2 Provisions for appeal by the developer or the public against decisions 
    1.3 Legal or procedural specification of time limits 
    1.4 Formal provisions for SEA 
(2) EIA administration 
    2.1 Competent authority for EIA and determination of environmental acceptability 
    2.2 Review body for EIA 
     
    2.4 Level of coordination with other planning and pollution control bodies 
(3) EIA process 
   3.1 Specified screening categories 
   3.2 Systematic screening approach 
   3.3 Systematic scoping approach 
   3.4 Requirement to consider alternatives 
   3.5 Specified EIA report content 
   3.6 Systematic EIA report review approach 
   3.7 Public participation in EIA process 
   3.8 Systematic decision-making approach 
   3.9 Requirement for environmental management plans 
   3.10 Requirement for mitigation of impacts 
   3.11 Requirement for impact monitoring 
   3.12 Experience of SEA 
Foundation measures 
(4) Existence of general and/or specific guidelines including any sectoral authority procedures 
(5) EIA system implementation monitoring 
(6) Expertise in conducting EIA (national universities, institutes, consultancies with EIA technical expertise) 
(7) Training and capacity-building 
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3. Systematic Measures Performance 
This compilation attempt to summarize in Table 2, the overall comparison and evaluation of the GCC 
State s EIA systems against the systematic and foundation measures criteria. Detailed descriptions of 
performance of GCC systems with most distinctive features are highlighted. 
3.1. EIA legislation 
Legislatively, all the six GCC States have enacted enabling regulations and issuance of executive by-laws 
pertaining to EIA with KSA and Kuwait having the most detailed provisions (Table 2). The executive 
regulations cover the EIA process in more detailed and relate the roles of the competent administrative 
authority, procedures for appealing against decisions. Also, these regulations specify lists of projects and 
activities which are subjected to its provisions, time limit and institutional responsibilities (Table 2). The 
environment laws in all GCC States are applicable to new developments, existing establishments and their 
further expansions. 
El-Fadl and El-Fadel (2004) evaluation indicate that only Qatar legislation has been specified as having the 
appealing provisions in the GCC States. However, in the reviewing the legislations of the six States, both 
Oman and Qatar legislations have specified legal provisions to appeal wherein the proponent is allowed to 
appeal against the verdicts from the authority (Table 2).  In case of rejection of project proposal, the proponent 
may advised by the authority to enhance the acceptance of the development through adopting more 
environmentally sound production and operations methods or applying stringent mitigation or improving 
monitoring plans [9].  
None of the EIA legislation throughout the GGC States has formally specified provisions for strategic 
environmental assessment (SEA). This was also founded in Ahmed and Woods (2002) and El-Fadl and El-
Fadel (2004) attributing that the SEA is in its infancy stages in the region. 
3.2. EIA Administration 
The competent administrative authorities of the GCC States have been established to oversee the EIA 
process from reviewing, evaluating and deciding on the acceptability of EIA report to the issuance of EIA 
guidelines. All six countries have single agency assigned under the environmental law, except for UAE where 
under Federal law 24/1999 FEA acts as Federal Agency and it requires establishment of local Authority for 
each emirate (Table 2). For example, the Environment Agency - Abu Dhabi (EAD) and Sharjah Environment 
and Protected Areas Authority (EPAA) are the responsible local authority. The reviewing bodies of the EIA 
reports in all States are rest with the respective regulatory authorities with review procedures for EIA reports 
are either not defined or information not available.  
Except for Oman, the level of coordination between the regulatory authority and other planning and 
pollution control bodies are not defined or only generic provision for coordination between agencies are 
specified which generally regarded as 
and local municipalities have been defined. El-Fadl and El-Fadel (2004) have regarded the presence of 
parties involved. 
3.3. EIA Process 
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All the GCC EIA systems use screening approach that involves relatively comprehensive lists of projects 
to identify whether an EIA is required on not. These systems also, however, follow a case by case basis if the 
activity is not specified in the lists. With exception of KSA, the EIA systems of other States have specified 
only one category in where EIA is mandatory for all the listed projects.  
T . These 
include: 
 1st category: projects with limited environmental impacts which require submitting completed application 
form known as st  
 2nd category: projects with significant environmental impacts which requires submitting completed 
application form known as nd category proje
consulting office. 
 3rd category: projects with serious environmental impacts requires submitting completed application form 
known as rd  approved consulting 
office. 
 
As far as the scoping level is concern, the environmental authority defines the scope of work adopted in the 
EIA for specific project with more comprehensive one being required for large-scale developments. As in 
practice, the proponent is required to consult the authority prior preparation of EIA report and following the 
scoping report and consulting it appropriateness with the authority. This reduces the burden on regulatory 
include or ignore and drop all the potentially significant impacts of their developments. The requirement of 
considering alternatives is legally obligated in the regulation in all GCC States, except in Bahrain. As most 
systems decision rely on potential impacts and location sensitivity where it is required for the 
authority/personnel to conduct site visit to assess the adequacy of the site before having the decision. 
With respect to EIA report content, all the six States have defined general requirement being Oman, KSA 
and Kuwait have strong reporting content in comparison to those provided w
Only KSA have defined EIA report review approach, while in other states it is not defined. Different methods 
are being used to ensure the objectivity of review such as circulate the document through various relevant 
departments to get feedback before taking decision. This may increase the subjectivity of review process, 
because of the absence of review checklist or guidelines in most of the EIA systems in GCC. 
Of all six EIA systems, only Oman legislatively required public consultations during the EIA study process. 
However, the public participation is not required during review and evaluation stage. Approval and rejection 
of project is most important part of the EIA process. In all six EIA systems, no project or development 
activities are allowed to proceed without prior environmental acceptability of the project from the authorized 
agency. 
Provisions for Environmental Management Plans (EMPs) are defined in all six EIA systems as part of the 
EIA report requirement. This partic
monitoring and site restoration after project decommissioning [10]. Moreover, in Qatar, articles 15, 16, 17 of 
by-Law 11/2005 require EMPs and analysis of environmental impacts and mitigations. Follow-up and 
monitoring of impact is mandatory requirement in all six systems. For example, article 4 in by-Law 210/2001 
of Kuwait requires a commitment of applying continuous monitoring and control system. In UAE, Federal 
Law No.24/1999 in article 7 and article 13 require to undertake regular analysis and monitoring. Legally in all 
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six jurisdictions, the proponents or developers are required to maintain records of environmental impacts and 
monitoring. 
4. Foundation Measures Performance  
e for EIA as identified in the Royal 
Degree and Ministerial Degree regulations with sectoral authorities outlined. Also, Bahrain has issued 
"Procedures for Obtaining Environmental licenses" detailing the process for EIA and application for 
environmental licenses.  
Recently, in April 2010, the EAD, Abu Dhabi released series sets of standard operating procedures (SOPs) 
for environmental permitting and technical guidance documents for preparation and submission of 
environmental studies that comply with Federal Law 24/1999. These documents were developed to reflect 
international best practice and procedures with the emirate of Abu Dhabi.  
None of the GCC States has implemented EIA systems monitoring in legislations or guidelines. Also, only 
registered approved consulting offices are allowed to conduct and prepare EIA studies. With regard to training 
and capacity building, no information was available to supplement the comparison and assess the performance 
in all GCC States. 
5. Conclusion and Recommendations 
Various comparative studies of different countries have shown how EIA is an evolving process and no 
perfect state of EIA has been achieved as of yet. The EIA systems in the GCC States in this regard are 
evolving and improving their environmental standards & requirements to one that is superior to the laws 
enacted when EIA was introduced for the first time in the region. Evaluating the EIA systems in the GCC 
States indicate that many have achieved considerable progress in developing legal and administrative 
framework for EIA system that accommodate national requirements but warrants improvement. The 
performance assessment indicates some criteria are advanced in one State than other. For instance, the Oman 
EIA system has preceded the others in the presence of guideline for obtaining environmental permit wherein 
the roles and duties of sectoral authorities are outlined. Also, the system has specified appealing provision 
against the final decision and the requirement of public participation and consultation during EIA study. In 
KSA EIA system, the evaluation against the criterion of EIA process shows that KSA has more detailed 
screening and defined EIA report review approaches. While in Qatar EIA system, the scoping approach is 
explicitly expressed in provisions in its by-Law 11/2005 to support required scope of EIA study. 
General weaknesses in EIA systems in GCC States could be summarized as follow:  
 Lack of specific guidelines for sectoral and technical guidelines including sectoral procedures with 
exception of Oman and KSA, 
 Lack of legal provision  for SEA and experience, 
 Lack of EIA system monitoring and implementation, 
 Absence of EIA review approach with the exception of KSA, 
 Lack of transparency where not much public participation is involved with the exception of Oman to some 
extended; and 
 General dearth of local expertise and requirement of tailored made-training and capacity building. 
Based on the presence of findings above, actions recommended to tackle the main weaknesses 
subsequently increase their EIA systems strength and effectiveness: 
 Incorporate and implement action of formal provisions for SEA as part of EIA legislation, 
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 Define and establish EIA review criteria to reduce subjectivity and ensure scope is defined by which EIA 
reports are evaluated,  
 Assignment of independent bodies for the review of the EIA implementation process and system 
monitoring, 
  Define sectoral responsibility and improving actual coordination with planning and pollution control 
bodies, 
 Strengthening public participation in EIA process, especially in reviewing and decision-making, 
 Preparing user-specific guidelines, where each industry or development project follows specific guidelines, 
 Maintaining a proper state-of-the-art database that includes all relevant information with regard to EIA 
implementation, 
 Best practices guidelines and quality assurance for different EIA stages; and  
 Training and capacity building for EIA handling staff including project managers and technical specialists 
or any others involved in EIA process. 
References 
[1] ESCWA (Economic and Social Commission for Western Asia).A study on the evaluation of environmental impact assessment in 
selected ESCWA countries. New York: United Nations; 2001 
[2] Ahmad B, Wood C. A comparative evaluation of the EIA systems in Egypt, Turkey and Tunisia.Environ Impact Asses Rev 
2002:22:213 234. 
[3] CITET (Tunis International Center for Environmental Technologies). Working together to strengthen the environment: 
strengthening EIA systems in the Mediterranean region. Tunis: CITET; 2003. 
[4] El-FadlK, El-Fadel, M. Comparative assessment of EIA systems in MENA countries: challenges and prospects. Environ Impact 
Asses Rev 2004:24:553 593. 
[5] Ortolano L, Jenkins B, Abracosa R. Speculations on when and why EIA is effective. Environ Impact Asses Rev 1987;7:285  
292. 
[6] Ortolano L. Controls on project proponents and environmental impact assessment effectiveness. Environ Prof. 1993;15:352 363. 
[7] Wood 1999.Comparative evaluation of environmental impact assessment systems. In: Petts J, editor. Handbook of 
environmental impact assessment, vol. 2. Oxford: Blackwell; 1999. p. 10 34 
[8] Fuller K. Quality and quality control in environmental impact assessment. In: Petts J, editor. Handbook of environmental impact 
assessment, vol. 2. Oxford: Blackwell; 1999. p.55  82 
[9] Donelly A, Dalal-Claton B, Hughes, R (1998) A Directory of Impact Assessment guidelines. 2nd Russell Press, UK. Pp 44  164 
[10] DGEA (Directorate General of Environmental Affairs). Guidelines for obtaining environmental permits. Muscat, Oman: 
Ministry of Regional Municipalities and Environment; 2001. 
Table 2. Performance of the EIA systems in the GCC States against systemic and foundation measures evaluation criteria 
Evaluation 
criteria Oman UAE Qatar KSA Bahrain Kuwait 
1. EIA legislation 
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Evaluation 
criteria Oman UAE Qatar KSA Bahrain Kuwait 
1.1 Legal 
provisions for 
EIA 
Enabling 
legislation: 
Royal Decree 
No.10/1982  and 
repealed with 
114/2001 on 
conservation of 
the environment 
and prevention 
of pollution and 
executive 
regulations in 
MDs 80/1994; & 
18/1993 
Enabling 
legislation: 
Federal Law 
No.24/1999 on 
protection and 
development of 
the environment 
and executive 
regulations 
Enabling 
legislation: Law 
of Environment 
protection 
No.30/2002 on 
environment 
protection 
against pollution 
and Executive 
by-Law 11/2005 
Enabling 
legislation: 
General 
Environmental 
Law Royal 
Decree No. 
34/2001 and 
executive  
regulations No. 
3964/ 2003 
Enabling 
legislation: 
Environment 
Act 21/1996 on 
protecting the 
environment 
from pollution; 
Assessment 
Order.1/1998 
for EIA 
regulations 
Enabling 
legislation: Law 
21/1995 as 
amended by Law 
No.16/1996 on 
the establishment 
of EPA and 
Executive by-
Law 210/2001 of 
EPA 
1.2 Provisions 
for appeal by 
the developer 
or the public 
against 
decisions 
Article 5 in RD 
114/2001 
provides 
provisions for 
appealing 
against any 
decision or 
action taken by 
the Authority 
No provisions 
for appeal 
against decisions 
specified in the 
legislation 
Article 14 in 
Law 30/2002 
provide the 
provisions for 
appealing 
against any 
decision or 
action taken by 
the Council 
No provision 
for appeal 
against 
decisions 
specified in 
regulations 
No provision 
for appeal 
against 
decisions 
specified in 
regulations 
No provision for 
appeal against 
decisions 
specified in 
regulations 
1.3 Legal or 
procedural 
specification of 
time limits 
The decision is 
made within 60 
days of 
submission of 
application and 
appealing 
against decisions 
to be within one 
month from the 
date of 
notification 
The decision is 
not to exceed 
one month of 
submission of 
application and 
may be extended 
by one month if 
needed. 
 
The decision 
made within 30 
days from the 
date of receiving 
the study 
No time limits 
specification in 
the regulations 
The decision 
made within 60 
working days 
after receipt of 
application 
The response 
made within 60 
days of 
submission of 
final report 
1.4 Formal 
provisions for 
SEA 
None None None None None None 
2. EIA administration 
2.1 Competent 
authority for 
EIA and 
environmental 
acceptability 
MECA 
(formally  
MRMEWR) 
specifically 
DGEA by RD 
86/2001 
FEA by Federal 
Law 7/1993. 
Each Emirate to 
establish local 
authority. 
SCENR by Law 
11/2000 
MEPA by RD 
34/2001 
DGPEW 
through EIA 
and Planning 
Directorate 
EPA through 
Environmental 
Planning & 
Impact 
Assessment 
Department 
2.2 Review 
body for EIA 
DGEA 
responsible for 
EIA review 
FEA responsible 
for EIA review 
SCENR 
responsible for 
EIA Review 
MEPA 
responsible for 
EIA review 
The Directorate 
responsible for 
EIA review 
The Department 
responsible for 
EIA review 
2.3 
Specification of 
sectoral 
responsibilities 
in the EIA 
process 
Specified in 
Guideline for 
obtaining 
Environmental 
Permit by 
DGEA 
Not specified Not specified Specified in 
General 
Environmental 
Law 
No information 
available 
Not specified 
2.4 Level of 
coordination 
with other 
Committees and 
regular meetings 
between 
Article 15 in 
Federal Law 
24/1999 directs 
Article 17 in 
Law 30/2002 
instruct all 
Articles 9 in RD 
34/001 specify 
coordination 
No information 
available 
Article 3 directs 
EPA to 
collaborate and 
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Evaluation 
criteria Oman UAE Qatar KSA Bahrain Kuwait 
planning and 
pollution 
control bodies 
Ministries, 
sectoral 
authorities and 
local 
municipalities 
FEA in 
coordinating 
with local 
authorities and 
cooperating with 
concerned 
parties 
administrative 
authorities to 
coordinate and 
cooperate with 
SCENR 
and cooperation 
between 
concerned 
agencies with 
MEPA 
coordinate with 
concerned state 
related bodies 
3. EIA process 
3.1 Specified 
screening 
categories 
Not specified; 
one category 
Not specified; 
one category 
Not specified; 
one category 
Three categories 
specified 
Not specified; 
one category 
Not specified; 
one category 
3.2 Systematic 
screening 
approach 
 
 
 
 
List for EIA 
mandatory plus 
application for 
permit on case 
by case to 
MECA will 
determine the  
issuance of  
NOC or EIA 
required 
Application for 
permit and FEA 
or local authority 
will determine to 
issue NOC or 
EIA required 
List for EIA 
mandatory plus 
application for 
IEA on case by 
case to SCENR 
will determine 
EIA required or 
not 
Through 
specified 3 
categories 
which defines 
EIA 
requirement 
List for EIA 
mandatory plus 
application 
through special 
screening forms 
on case by case 
basis and the 
Directorate will 
determine EIA 
requirement 
List for EIA 
mandatory plus 
application with 
initial report to 
EPA revision and 
to determine the 
EIA final report 
requirement 
3.3 Systematic 
scoping 
approach 
DGEA 
responsible for 
define scope. 
EIA format is 
specified in EIA 
regulations and 
may provide 
special 
provisions for 
some 
developments 
FEA or local 
authority 
responsible to 
define TOR. EIA 
format is 
specified in EIA 
regulations and 
may provide 
special 
provisions on 
case by case 
basis 
SCENR 
responsible for 
define EIA 
scoping. 
Articles 15 and 
16 of Executive 
By-Law list the 
required scope 
of an EIA study 
and may include 
some additions 
provisions 
 
MEPA 
responsible for 
define EIA 
scoping. EIA 
format is 
specified in EIA 
regulations and 
may provide 
special 
provisions on 
case basis 
EIA and 
Planning 
Directorate 
responsible for 
define scope. 
EIA format is 
prescribed by 
the Directorate 
EPA defines the 
scope with 
generic 
components 
should be 
included in the 
executive by-law 
3.4 
Requirement to 
consider 
alternatives 
Required in EIA 
regulations 
Required in EIA 
regulations 
Required in EIA 
regulations 
Required in EIA 
regulations 
Not specified in 
EIA regulations 
Required in EIA 
regulations 
 
3.5 Specified 
EIA report 
content 
General 
guidelines 
comprehensive 
EIA 
General 
guidelines for 
comprehensive 
EIA 
General 
guidelines for 
comprehensive 
EIA 
General 
guidelines for 
comprehensive 
EIA 
Prescribed by 
the Directorate 
Specified in the 
executive by law 
of EPA 
3.6 Systematic 
EIA report 
review 
approach 
No defined 
systematic 
approach to 
review EIA 
report 
 
No information 
available 
No defined 
systematic 
approach to 
review EIA 
report 
Defined in RD 
34/2001 
No information 
available 
Not defined 
3.7 Public 
participation in 
EIA process 
Required in EIA 
reporting as SIA 
through public 
consultation 
during EIA 
study. 
Public 
participation not 
involved after 
No requirement.  No requirement.  No requirement.  No requirement No requirement.  
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Evaluation 
criteria Oman UAE Qatar KSA Bahrain Kuwait 
EIA submission 
3.8 Systematic 
decision-
making 
approach 
DGEA must 
give permit 
before 
commencing any 
development 
projects 
No projects start 
its activity 
without 
obtaining 
environmental 
permit from FEA 
Project 
operation is 
forbidden before 
receiving 
necessary 
permit 
MEPA  have to 
issue permit to 
any project 
before starting 
No projects 
commenced 
before having 
verified permit 
from EIA and 
Planning 
Directorate 
No project 
execution to 
commence prior 
obtaining the 
approval from 
EPA 
3.9 
Requirement 
for 
environmental 
management 
plans 
Article 16 in RD 
114/2001 
provisions for 
EMPs as part of 
EIA report 
Articles 9 & 
15in Federal 
Law 24/1999 
provisions for 
EMPs as part of 
EIA report 
Article 15 in by-
Law 
No.11/2005 
provisions for 
EMPs as part of 
EIA report 
Articles 9 & 10 
in RD 34/2001 
provisions for 
EMPs as part of 
EIA report 
Assessment 
Order 1/1998 
provisions for 
EMPs as part of 
EIA report 
Article 4 in by-
Law 
No.210/2001 
provisions for 
EMPs as part of 
EIA report 
3.10 
Requirement 
for mitigation 
of impacts 
Article 16 in RD 
114/2001 
requires the 
description and 
analysis of the 
project 
environmental 
impacts and 
mitigations 
Article 10 in 
Federal Law 
24/1999 
Requires in EIA 
report the 
description of 
mitigation of 
impacts 
Article 16 in by-
Law 
No.11/2005 
requires that the 
description and 
analysis of the 
project 
environmental 
impacts and 
mitigations 
Article 11 in 
RD 34/2001 
requires in EIA 
report the 
description of 
mitigation of 
impacts 
Assessment 
Order.1/1998 
requires in EIA 
report content 
as separate 
component 
Article 4 in by-
Law 
No.210/2001 
requires the 
description of 
mitigation and 
measures to 
restrain or reduce 
the impacts 
3.11 
Requirement 
for impact 
monitoring 
Articles 10, 17 
& 30 in RD 
114/2001 
requires the 
proponent to 
prepare 
environmental 
monitoring and 
audit plans and  
maintaining 
records; DGEA 
undertakes 
follow-up 
inspections 
Articles 7 & 13 
in Federal Law 
24/1999 requires 
the developers to 
undertake 
regular analysis 
and monitoring 
and keep records 
to report to FEA 
or local 
authority; FEA 
or local authority 
undertakes 
follow-up 
inspections 
Articles 16 in 
by-Law 
No.11/2005 
requires the 
proponent to 
conduct 
environmental 
monitoring and 
keep records; 
SCENR 
undertakes 
follow-up 
inspections 
Articles 12 & 
13 in 
RD34/2001  
requires to 
implement 
environmental 
mentoring and 
maintaining 
records; MEPA 
undertakes 
follow-up 
inspections 
Assessment 
Order.1/1998 
requires the 
study to 
identify 
necessary 
monitoring 
program for the 
projects; EIA 
and Planning 
Directorate 
undertake 
follow-up 
inspections 
Article 4 in by-
Law 
No.210/2001 
requires a 
continuous 
monitoring and 
control systems 
after project 
accomplishment 
3.12 
Experience of 
SEA 
None limited None None None None 
Foundation measures 
1. Existence of 
general and/or 
specific 
guidelines 
including any 
sectoral 
authority 
procedures 
DGEA 
guidelines for 
Environmental 
permit specify 
the requirements 
of each sector 
EAD Abu Dhabi 
released SOPs 
and technical 
guidance 
documents for 
environmental 
permitting and 
preparation of 
environmental 
studies  used 
within the 
emirate 
No information 
available 
No information 
available 
DGPEW 
procedures for 
obtaining 
environmental 
permit 
No information 
available 
2. EIA system 
monitoring 
Not performed Not performed Not performed No performed Not performed Not performed 
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Evaluation 
criteria Oman UAE Qatar KSA Bahrain Kuwait 
3. Expertise in 
conducting EIA 
Registered 
consultancies 
with MECA 
Registered 
consultancies 
with FEA or 
local Authority 
Approved 
consultancies by 
SCENR 
Qualified 
approved 
consultancies by 
MEPA 
Approved  
consultancies 
by  DGEPW 
Approved 
consultancies by 
EPA 
4. Training and 
capacity-
building 
No information 
available 
No information 
available 
No information 
available 
No information 
available 
No information 
available 
No information 
available 
 
